June 16, 1983 

Dear Harold, 

Thanks much for your letters and enclosures of April 27 and Hay 7. 

Here's 5 EOC 2. There's not much else to report from here. Mark and 
Kevin seem to be doing a good job lobbying for H. Res. 160. My big question 
is 1 *. whether it will get passed before Blakey figures out how to explain 

to the ex-members of the HSC that some of the stuff they'll have to release 
will, indeed, make them look pretty bad. 

Thanks also for the copy of the 4/28 to fi3S: Barger et al. You indicated 
that I have the items you sent Barger, FBI 89-43-58 and 89-43-10553. I probably 

do, % but I can't put my hands on them. If you can locate them readily in 

your Barger file, and can make me a copy, I would spdsssssSSfc. appreciate it. 

Any response from Barger or W&A? I've heard nothing from or about them 
for some time. No word on the rebuttal Barger was reportedly finishing up and 
sending to Stokes some time ago. 

I won't send you more of the Scally material (items 1983.86-871) unless 
you specifically ask for it. It's okay stuff, but unless you want to spend 
more time on the acoustics I wouldn't particularly recommend Swag* doing so. 

You asked about Phil Melanson's work.. I don't think he's got any big 
sources of new material we don't know about. If you want to contact him 
directly, he's at Political Science Dept., Southeast Mass. Univ. , North Dartmouth, 

MA 02747. Seems like a nice guy. 

I presume that the item you sent, about the HSC's interest in Comer 
Clark[e], comes from the material being released to Mark? (7/21/78 memo, 62-117290-111) 
ifiiiiiwpjr I presume also that the Clarke records weren't made available. I suppose 
I should pursue this with an FOIA mas request, but judging from what the HSC 
said about Clarke, they didn't really learn much. (In iiseissgsfe fact, they learned 
the wrong things - that he wrote junk for the tabloids in his last years; true 
but not relevant and it doesn't give a full picture of his ss career. A buff 
issefesgsariesagsafe" in England has managed to track down and talk to Clarke's 
former researcher; she doesn't want to be helpful but it seems i sfekwi sti likely 
that the Castro quotes came from sources (perhaps with access ssy to intelligence 
information) and not from Fidel to Clarkj|. 

For what it's worth, the memo on Elena Garro de Paz which Bud sent out on 
4/29 was published by the HSC (Vol. 3, pp . 299-302). The HSC deleted only a 
couple of phrases in paragraph 12 (which should not have been deleted unless 
the woman in question was a CIA agent, which seems very io*fai unlikely) . 

Re your memo of 5/7, concerning 105-82555-2955 (MC 105-3702-586). This 
related to the questions from the WC (CE 833), specifically #23. The FBI reply 
is dated 4/6/64, which explains why FBIHQ wanted an answer urgently on 4/3. 

The question of when the CIA first kaar knew about LHO's contacts with the Cuban 
embassy bothered both the HSC and the WC. I think Slawson indicated, at one point, 
that he could explain, but I don't know what the explanation is. My guess is 
that this point is dealt with in detail in the still-withheld memo on Mexico 
prepared by a couple of Blakey 's kids. Also, Mark could probably tell you more 
about this ssfespsfa problem. 

With best ^egar;ds. 



P.S.: S I picked up a used copy of "Oswald in New Orleans" yesterday for 

a mere $3 - not bad, I suppose, for a 95d paperback. Anyhow, it's now 

pretty easy for me to put 4 pages on 1 and make a Xerox copy for about $6. So, 
if you get requests from people who would be satisfied with a Xerox, you can 
refer them to me. 

Also, I think Mark mentioned that you had come across something relevant 
to Lifton in the new documents. I'm interested, of course, especially ax in any 
official rebuttals to his thesis. I FOIA'd the Secret Service for anything on 
him or his book; they say they have nothing. That's hard to believe. 



